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REMARKS 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. g112 

Claims 1 and 6 have been amended to avoid the objections raised by the 
Examiner. Claim 8 has been amended to clarify that the spring is the same spring 
as recited in claim 1 and to correct a typographical error. 

It is respectfully submitted that the claims as-amended clearly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicant regards as the invention. 

The Examiner will note that not every suggestion she proposed has been 
adopted in the amendments, as some of the suggestions, if adopted, would not 
appear to improve the clarity of the claims. 

In the event that the Examiner intends to maintain a rejection of the claims 
due to indefiniteness, she is invited to telephone Applicant's attorney for the 
purpose of discussing mutually acceptable language that would overcome any 
objections raised by the Examiner based on indefiniteness. 

Double Patenting 

The Examiner's rejection of claims 1-10 on grounds of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting is respectfully traversed. The Examiner's 
statement that claims 1-16 of the '671 Patent are not patentably distinct from the 
claims of this application and merely recite like elements using different 
terminology and/or phraseology reflects a lack of understanding of the claims of 
this application, or the disclosure and claims of the '671 Patent, or both. 

In accordance with the disclosure of the '671 Patent, securing pin 30 is 
always moved by its spring 32 into the lateral recess 33 of the locking bolt 2 
whenever the locking bolt 2 assumes its locked position. In order to move the pin 
30 against its spring 32 out of recess 33, the securing pin 30 cooperates with a 
control element 14 that is rotatable to reciprocate the securing pin 30 between its 
locked and released positions. The securing pin 30 under the action of the spring 
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32, engages a control surface 35 of the control element 14 which extends around 
the axis of rotation 15 of the control element 14. 

It is also very significant that the arm 46 of the sealing lid 9 of the *671 
Patent does not retain the securing pin 30 against the bias of the spring 32 out of 
the lateral recess 33 of the locking bolt, as shown in figures 6 and 19. Instead, 
retaining the securing pin 30 out of the lateral recess 33 is effected by the control 
surface 35 of the control element 14. as clearly shown in figures 1 1 , 12. 21 22. 
Also, the arm 46 of the sealing lid 9 does not extend through a matching cavity in 
the housing 6 to engage the securing pin 30 so that the helical compression 
spring 32 biasing the pin 30 towards the locking bolt 2 is located between the arm 
46 and the locking bolt 2. These elements and functions, on the other hand, are 
claimed and disclosed in the present application. 

The disclosure of this application and the claims currently presented 
require that the retaining arm extend through a matching cavity in the housing and 
engage the securing pin on the side of a biasing spring remote from the locking 
bolt in order to retain the security pin against the bias of the spring, with an end 
of the securing pin remote from the locking bolt being located on the side adjacent 
to the locking bolt of the cavity of the housing when another end of the pin closer 
to the locking bolt engages the recess of the locking bolt to fix the locking bolt. 

In short, the disclosure of the '671 Patent would not support the claims 
presented in this application and the claims presented in this application do not 
extend to inventive subject matter corresponding to that which is disclosed and 
claimed in the '671 Patent. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of claims 1-10 on 
grounds of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting is not appropriate and 
it is respectfully requested that this rejection be withdrawn. 

Claim Reiections Under 35 U.S.C. S 102 

Claims 1,2 and 5-10 stand rejected as anticipated by DE 9208698, which 
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the Examiner contends shows each and every element of the claims. For the 
reasons discussed below, Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 

In the Information Disclosure Statement submitted by Applicant on April 22, 
2004. certain documents cited in an European Search Report in a corresponding 
European patent application were identified and a copy of the European Search 
Report was provided to the Examiner. In that Information Disclosure Statement, 
DE 9208698.5 was listed on the PTO-1449 form and, more importantly, the 
European Search Report that accompanied the Information Disclosure Statement 
showed that British Patent No. 2257676 A corresponded to DE 9208698 U1. A 
copy of this British patent is appended hereto as an English language document 
essentially corresponding to DE '698. 

From the English language British '676 Patent, the construction and 
function of the steering lock mechanism described in DE '698 will be better 
understood by the Examiner, as it appears from the statement of reasons for 
rejection of claims 1, 2, 5-10 that the Examiner did not fully understand the 
disclosure of DE '698. 

Beginning with claim 1 presented in this application, and with reference to 
figure 3 of the drawings of this application, the spring 22 is provided to bias the 
securing pin 31 towards the locking bolt 2. 

The retaining arm 23 of the lid 9 extends through a matching cavity in the 
housing and engages the securing pin on the side of the spring 22 that is remote 
from the locking bolt 2 in order to retain the securing pin 31 against the bias of the 
spring. Moreover, an end 20 of the securing pin remote from the locking bolt is 
located on the side adjacent to the locking bolt of the cavity of the housing when 
the other end of the pin located towards the locking bolt engages the recess of the 
locking bolt to fix the locking bolt. 

DE '698 (GB '676) discloses a motor vehicle steering lock wherein the 
retaining pin 63 does not engage the securing pin 56 on that side of the helical 
compression spring 60 which is remote from the locking bolt, but rather engages 
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the securing pin 56 on the side of the spring 60 facing towards the locking bolt, 
completely the opposite of the arrangement recited in claim 1 . This results in both 
a different structure and a different function of the recited elements. 

As can be seen from figure 5 of DE '698 (GB '676), the upper end of the 
retaining pin 63 engages the head 59 of the securing pin 56 on the side thereof 
that is closer to the locking bolt 53 and on the side of the spring 60 that faces 
towards the locking bolt. Clearly, there is no correspondence whatsoever 
between the above noted language of claim 1 and the disclosure of DE '698 (GB 
'676). 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that withdrawal of the rejection of 
claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. §102 as anticipated by DE '698 is appropriate and the 
same is respectfully requested. 

With regard to the rejection of claims 2 and 5-10 under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) 
on grounds of anticipation by DE '698, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection 
of these claims is improper for the same reasons as given above with regard to 
claim 1 . Moreover, DE '698 is not seen to disclose a securing pin having a disc- 
shaped remote end, but rather is provided with a head 58 having a conical surface 
62. Moreover, the securing pin 56 of DE '698 does not extend through the helical 
compression spring 60 loading the securing pin 56 towards the locking bolt 53, as 
recited in claims 7 and 8. 

The Examiner's attention is also drawn to the fact that in DE '698, when the 
securing pin 56 engages the recess 54 of its locking bolt 53, the end of the 
securing pin 56 remote from the locking bolt (the head 59) is located on that side 
of the housing bore 64 which is adjacent to the locking bolt 53 but the bore 64 is 
not unoccupied. On the contrary, it is occupied always by the retaining pin 63, as 
shown in figures 5, 6 and 7. The retaining pin 63 cannot leave the bore 64 
because of its weight, that is the force of gravity does not act in the direction of the 
bore 64 on the retaining pin 63. but transversely thereto (parallel to the steering 
shaft 13). Thus, the retaining pin 63 is moved into the position of figures 6 and 
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7 not by its weight but rather by the conical surface 62 of the head 59 of the pin 
56 when the pin 56 is pushed by the spring 60 into its position as shown in figures 
6 and 7. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 

Claims 3 and 4 are rejected as reciting subject matter considered to be 
obvious in view of DE '698 in view of DE 19614436 (DE *436). The Examiner 
contends that, while DE '698 fails to teach a retaining arm disposed on a 
removable lid, such would be well known to a person skilled in the art in view of 
the teachings of DE '436. It is respectfully submitted that the Examiner's 
interpretation of DE '436 is incorrect and the attempted extension of the teachings 
of DE '436 to modify DE '698 is also improper. The Examiner has failed to 
establish a prima facie case of obviousness with respect to the rejected claims. 

With regard to DE '436, the Examiner's intention is invited to the English 
language corresponding disclosure provided in European Patent Application EP 
0806328 B1 (EP '328) which is identified as a patent document corresponding to 
DE '436 in the European Search Report discussed above. A copy of EP 0806328 
is appended hereto for the Examiner's convenience. 

From EP '328, Examiner will glean a better understanding of the disclosure 
of DE '436. The Examiner's comments with regard to the teachings of DE '698 
appear to reflect a failure to understand the structural arrangement disclosed in 
this patent. 

Notably, the right-angled portion 20 of the cover plate 19 for the housing 
opening 190 (figure 3) is not an arm arranged to retain the securing pin 9 of the 
locking bolt 4, 5 against the force of its biasing spring 10, but rather cooperates 
with a web-type plate 8 that secures the cover plate 19 on the housing 2 in the 
manner of a locking bar. The locking bar 8 includes an end 16 that extends 
through an opening in the arm 20 to secure the cover against removal relative to 
the housing of the locking system, and also holds the securing pin 9 against the 
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bias of a spring 10. The arnn 20 does not itself engage a securing pin. 

DE *698 (GB '676), on the other hand does not contain any teaching, 
disclosure or remotest suggestion of a cover plate provided with a retaining arm 
for engaging and retaining a securing pin against a spring load. Accordingly, the 
Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie case of obviousness with regard to 
the rejection of claims 3 and 4 in as much as DE '436 does not contain any 
teaching that could be utilized to modify DE *698 in a manner suggested by the 
Examiner that would render obvious the subject matter of claims 3 and 4. There 
simply is no way that DE '698 could be provided with a cover having a retaining 
arm cooperating with a securing pin to engage and retain a securing pin against 
a spring load and there is nothing in DE '436 that would suggest to a person 
skilled in the art how to achieve such a structural arrangement starting from the 
locking mechanism of DE *698. 

Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 3 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) 
appears to be warranted and such withdrawal is requested. 

Additional Prior Art 

Examiner has identified as prior art of record patent documents having a 
filing date later than the priority date or the actual filing date of this application. 
Accordingly, such documents should be withdrawn from the listing of art of record 
because they are not relevant or material to the patentability of any claims of this 
application. 

Specifically, the following documents should be withdrawn from the list of 
art of record as having effective dates that are later than the effective filing date 
or priority date of the present application: 

US 2004/0182121 A1 

US 2004/0148983 A1 

US 6.931 ,896 B2 
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Conclusion 

It is respectfully submitted that this application has been placed fully in 
condition for allowance and passage of same to issue is respectfully requested. 
If any issues remain that may be resolved by a telephone conference, the 
Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned attorney at the telephone number 
shown. 


Respectfully submitted, 
BAQQ^JyCTHOMAS, PLLC 



torney 
Registration No 


BACON & THOMAS, PLLC 

Customer 23364 625 Slaters Lane - 4**^ Floor 

Alexandria, VA 22314-1176 
Telephone: (703) 683-0500 
Facsimile: (703) 683-1080 


Date: March 15, 2006 


